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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Final Office action in response to communication received on 
9/3/08. Claim 4 is cancelled. Claim 1 is amended. Therefore, claims 1, and 6-7 are 
pending and addressed below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kobler 2,562,104 in view of Locke 5,185,926. 

Re claim 1 , Kobler teaches a blade head per Fig. 4 provided on an upper end of 
the hand grip per col. 1 , lines 1-4, said blade head carrying at least one shaving unit per 
Fig. 3 comprising an outer blade foil 1-3, and an inner blade 4 driven in a shearing 
engagement manner with said outer blade foil, said outer blade foil having a plurality of 
holes 3 in which hairs are introduced per col. 2, lines 11-16, said outer blade foil being 
elongated and having a length and being curved along a width direction to form a 
generally C-shaped cross section per Figs. 1 and 4, said outer blade foil being curved 
convexly and uniformly along its length to have a longitudinal curved outline per Fig. 1, 
wherein a radius of curvature of said longitudinal curved outline is 150 mm to 350 per 
col. 3, lines 3-10, and wherein said generally C-shaped cross section of said outer blade 
foil has a transverse arc, per Fig. 1 and 3, having a uniform radius of curvature 
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straddling an apex of said outer blade foil. However, Kobler fails to teach specifically 
that the radius of curvature of said transverse arc being in a range of 1 .5 mm to 3.5 mm. 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to making the transverse arc radius in a range of 1 .5 mm to 3.5 mm 
for the purpose of increasing the shaving efficiency in a narrow areas of the user, 
because it has been held that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in 
the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in 
the art and it has been held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective 
variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). 

Kobler fails to teach explicitly a hand grip configured to be gripped by a user's 
hand. Locke teaches a hand grip 27 configured to be gripped by a user's hand per Figs. 
1-2. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to provide Kobler's cutting head with a housing having a hand grip, as taught 
by Locke (col. 5, lines 41-50), in order to retain the cutter head effectively and allow the 
user effective control of maneuvering the cutting head on the user's skin. 

Re claim 6, the modified device of Kobler teaches that the blade head (Locke, 
25) has a shape having a longitudinal axis across the length of foil members (Locke, 22, 
23 and 24) and a transverse axis across the width of the foil members (Locke, 22, 23, 
24) perpendicular to each other, said blade head (Locke, 25) carrying two said shaving 
units (Locke, 22 &50, 23 & 55), each of which is elongated along the longitudinal axis of 
said blade head (Locke, 25) said two shaving units being disposed at opposite ends of 
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said blade head along said transverse axis in a spaced relation to each other per 
(Locke, Figs. 1-9). It should be noted that Locke teaches at least two shaving units. 

Re claim 7, the modified device of Kobler teaches that generally C-shaped cross 
section of said outer blade foil (Locke, 22, 23) has a transverse arc having a uniform 
radius of curvature straddling an apex of said outer blade foil, said two shaving units 
made up of (Locke, 22 & 50 and 23 & 55) being separated from each other at a distance 
of 0.5 to 2 times the radius of curvature of said transverse arc, said distance being a 
distance between the apexes of said outer blade foils of said two shaving units per 
(Locke, Figs. 7 & 9). It should be noted that the two shaving units by Locke are placed 
next to each other per Figs. 2 or 7, that means the distance of separation between two 
adjacent cutting units are twice the radius of curvature of traverse arc. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BHARAT C. PATEL whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3078. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, alt. Friday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley can be reached on 24502. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Bharat C Patel/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3724 
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November 19, 2008. 

/Ghassem Alie/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3724 



